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the British electorate.   How are they to weigh foreign
aSairs and internal aSairs against each other ?   What are
they to do if they approve the internal policy of a Govern-
ment, but disapprove of its foreign policy, or vice versa ?
Are we, for instance, to sacrifice what we believe to be cur
duty in foreign affairs in order that we may keep in power
a Government which is carrying out what we believe to be
a sound policy of internal social reform ?   It is here, it
would seem, that some reform is really needed.   There is
one solution: namely, to separate the control of domestic
affairs on the one hand and foreign aSairs on the other,
placing domestic affairs in the hands of a Parliament and
and a Cabinet who will stand or fall by their internal policy
alone, and entrusting foreign affairs to an Imperial Parlia-
ment and an Imperial Cabinet formed of representatives
not of Great Britain alone but of the whole British Empire.
This is an idea which merits the most careful consideration
by the people of the United Kingdom, for ifc may well be
doubted whether any real popular control of foreign policy
is possible until some such division of functions takes place.
One word in conclusion.   If it is true that domestic policy
and foreign policy are separate functions of Government,
it is also true that the domestic policy of a country in the
long  run   determines  its  foreign  policy.   International
peace can never be attained between nations torn with
internal dissensions;   international justice will remain a
dream so long as political parties and schools of thought
dispute over the meaning of justice in domestic aSairs.
A true ideal of peace must embrace the class struggle as
well as international war.   If we desire a " Concert of
Europe " which shall be based on true freedom and not on
tyranny, it behoves us to realise our ideal first in England,
and to raise our country itself above the political and social